





Dear Jim, O'Neill action on appeals , 8/7/76 
My apyeal to CIA/Wilson 


AS you, wil) seo 0'Nedll lists the 1/21 tzanseript as relating to Nosenko, nis 
is cind-bloiga mistake or I think whet vo ones decided, , 


We considered this and I believe diemissed 4% on the gréwid that session was the 
month prior to the Nosenko defection. 


As I recall ue thendecided that those 10 pages might include discussion of 
other gefecters. 5 


This still seums to me to be move likely than thet Nosenko had been CIA all the 
tine and these people would kmow or talk about it. 


if this is a mistake is is an important mistake. They withholds on the basis of error? 


I will have to go over the enclosures with care. Z superficial reading indicates 
there never was any basis for withholding, But with the Coleman-Slawson nemo it means 
Ili have to conpars each released section with the context aa well as isolating it 
and analyzing it alone, 


The came to me separated by Paper Clips. When I copy for you I'11 staple. 


There is only a single declas.ification record, by fohnson on a single page of 
this stack. Does not 3.0.11652 require a formal declassification of each Classified 
pege? One page does not have its 'SECRETN ferk even lined through. 


That one pages was declassified in February e I received it August 7. I'm sure 
other pages were veleased long ago. 14 has taken then seven months to act. 


* all the exenptions clains only (b)(4)x is attributed to CIA and then not with 
the citation cf authority but "at the request of" Wilson, 


On page 2 they separate three Pages of the Coleman-Slawsen memo for (b)(6). x 
do not Bee how this can apply, espec@ally not afte: some of the recent decisions, 
A tveneevies of this nature is neither a “personnel” nofr a "medical" filox and there 
is no "elearly uwarrented invasion of personal privacy" I ean visualise except in the 
new contraption Judge “reen has ridiculed, a clain te this for employees acting in 
their official capacitics. ; 

I'll be making en initial vespomse to O'Nei22. I'1y probably have to write him 
again after I em coupare this and previous letters and isolate the prior withholdings, 
+n fact I'm going to ask biz to provide this. 


I'm sending ER a chgy of O'Neill 's letter for any suggestions he may make if he has 
tite. He may be able to retrieve ny earlier Correspondence easier than I now CaNe 


Fastily 9 


